cw?

| April 12, 2007 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S4413

Y
Yarmon, Joel; Yauney, James A.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is now closed.

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2007—MO-
TION TO PROCEED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the motion to
proceed to S. 372, which the clerk will
report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to S. 372, a bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2007 for
the intelligence and intelligence-related ac-
tivities of the United States Government.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order and pursuant to rule
XXII, the Chair lays before the Senate
the pending cloture motion, which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 20, S. 372, In-
telligence Authorization.

Harry Reid, Sherrod Brown, Claire
McCaskill, Jack Reed, Jon Tester,
Patty Murray, Jeff Bingaman, Amy
Klobuchar, Blanche L. Lincoln, Evan
Bayh, Benjamin L. Cardin, Max Bau-
cus, Pat Leahy, Chuck Schumer, Byron
L. Dorgan, Ken Salazar, Dick Durbin.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the motion to
proceed to consideration of S. 372, a bill
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2007 for the intelligence and intel-
ligence-related activities of the United
States Government, the Intelligence
Community Management Account, and
the Central Intelligence Agency Re-
tirement and Disability System, and
for other purposes, shall be brought to
a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Delaware (Mr. BIDEN),
the Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
DoDD), and the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) are necessarily ab-
sent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 94,
nays 3, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 129 Leg.]

YEAS—94
Akaka Durbin Murkowski
Alexander Ensign Murray
Allard Enzi Nelson (FL)
Baucus Feingold Nelson (NE)
Bayh Feinstein Obama
Bennett Graham Pryor
Bingaman Gregg Reed
Bond Hagel N
Boxer Harkin gz}oderts
Brown Hatch Rockefeller
Brownback Hutchison
Bunning Inhofe Salazar
Burr Inouye Sanders
Byrd Isakson Schumer
Cantwell Kennedy Sessions
Cardin Kerry Shelby
Carper Klobuchar Smith
Casey Kohl Snowe
Chambliss Landrieu Specter
Clinton Lautenberg Stabenow
Cochran Leahy Stevens
Coleman Levin Sununu
Collins Lieberman Tester
Conrad Lincoln Thomas
Corker Lott Thune
Cornyn Lugar Vitter
Craig Martinez Voinovich
Crapo McCain Warner
DeMint McCaskill Webb
Dole McConnell ,
Domenici Menendez Whitehouse
Dorgan Mikulski Wyden

NAYS—3
Coburn Grassley Kyl

NOT VOTING—3

Biden Dodd Johnson

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 94, the nays are 3.
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to.

Who seeks recognition? The Senator
from Montana is recognized.

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TESTER). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. KERRY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that I be permitted to proceed in
morning business and that I be fol-
lowed by the Senator from North Da-
kota.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. KERRY. I also ask unanimous
consent that the time be charged to
the postcloture time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

TRAQ

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I rise to
speak about the situation in Iraq, not-
withstanding that the headlines and
the television shows over the last days
have been consumed by discussions
about what happened with the Duke la-
crosse team and comments made by
Don Imus and other things.

Yesterday, I attended another fu-
neral for a young soldier, a sergeant in
the U.S. Army, 10th Mountain Division,
Chris Wilson, at Arlington. That is
where the real focus of our country

ought to be right now, on the war in
Iraq, about which yesterday the Sen-
ator from Arizona gave a speech that I
thought was divisive, a speech that was
more political than one that offered a
solution, because the solution is not
more of the same. The solution is not
to characterize the war as it has been
characterized over the course of the
last 4% years, as a do-or-die fight
against al-Qaida over there or it is
going to be over here. This is the most
amazing scare tactic we have seen em-
ployed over the last years. It avoids re-
ality, and it draws the United States
deeper and deeper into a position of
loss of credibility and loss of leverage
in our ability to do what we need to do.

I don’t know one person in the Sen-
ate who cheers for surrender or cheers
for loss or for chaos in Iraq. To suggest
that is an insult to the Members of the
Senate. It is an insult to those of us
who care as much about victory and as
much about success and as much about
the lives and support of our troops as
anybody in public life today. The dev-
astating attack in Baghdad yesterday,
the lack of any real political progress
as a result of the President’s esca-
lation, and the incredible toll this is
taking on our Armed Forces deserves a
real debate, not a polarized, divisive
appeal to the lowest common denomi-
nator of fear in American politics.

It also deserves a debate about what
this administration could learn if it lis-
tened to our generals. We are now more
than 4 years into the war in Iraq and,
tragically, it is only now that the ad-
ministration suddenly realizes: Wow,
maybe we ought to find one individual
who can coordinate the war efforts be-
tween Afghanistan and Iraq and have
the authority to coordinate the mili-
tary efforts and civilian efforts. But
they are doing it at a time where ap-
parently no one wants the job, and no
one wants the job in the most extraor-
dinary way. It says a lot, when the
President finally decides to appoint a
war czar in order to get everybody on
the same page, that the situation in
Iraq is actually so bad and the adminis-
tration’s stubborn willingness to
change course so persistent that they
can’t, at least as of now, find anybody
to take the job.

I read yesterday’s articles on the
front pages of our paper in Washington.
I was really stunned. This administra-
tion has approached three retired four-
star generals about taking on this
task. Maybe Senator MCCAIN ought to
stop and think about why those gen-
erals resisted an appeal to their patri-
otism, to their sense of duty, to their
service to country after years of a ca-
reer in the U.S. military. What did Ma-
rine GEN Jack Sheehan say? He is not
an opponent of this administration, nor
is Army GEN Jack Keane, nor retired
Air Force GEN Joseph Ralston. All
three declined. None of them are oppo-
nents of this administration. In fact,
they all have established ties with this
administration. Why would our top
military commanders decline such a
high-level position?



		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-12T15:51:22-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




